


> A house amendment (attached) to the Highway Bill (HR 22) unfortunately passed the house floor by a voice vote. 
 This would override an easement that Navy considers essential to national security.  We want to reach out directly
 so you know Navy's position as the matter heads to conference.
>
> In short, the Navy has an easement over aquatic bedlands located in the Hood Canal in Washington State to
 protect from encroaching development which would impact mission readiness and security.  The easement protects
 unmatched acoustic characteristics of the Dabob Bay Range Complex which are vital to the operational and
 research development testing and evaluation missions of multiple commands at Naval Base Kitsap.  Also, the
 easement maintains security requirements essential to the safe operation of our SSBN force.
>
> I've attached a Navy position paper which was produced in response to a near identical amendment in play on the
 Coast Guard Authorization Bill that ultimately did not come to fruition.
>
> Of note, a commercial developer challenged the legality of the easement in federal district court, and the Navy
 recently prevailed on a motion to dismiss, but the case is now on appeal in the Ninth Circuit.
>
> Going forward, who else do you recommend I contact on the T & I full committee staff? It may be prudent to set
 up a meeting or call with the staff directors and senior Navy leadership.  I welcome your thoughts.
>
> V/r 
>
> CDR  JAGC, USN
> Legislative Counsel
> Navy Office of Legislative Affairs
> Operational Energy & Environment
>

>
>
>
> <HUNTER_052_xml1030151319381938.pdf>
> <DON Response to USCG Authorization Bill 14102015.pdf>
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